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ACC OUN T 


OF AN 


Occaſional Conference | 


BETWEEN 


George Kith and es Upthare| 
at Colcheſter, Jan. 1 BY 


Mr. Kinnier, John Rallet, and Fi Seel, 
being preſent. 


TO G EFETHER 


With ſome Notes and Obſervations on Thomas UOpſbare's 
Conceſſions and Anſwers; and a Poſtſcript. 


{ Colcheſter, their Principles and late Differences. 


Some other material Paſſages relating to the Quakers in | 


And ſome Paſſages faithfully collected out of a Printed Epiſtle of 


and {ome Obſervations on the ſame. 


— | — | 


LONDON: 


printed by R. Faneway, for B. Aylmer, at the Three Pidgeons in | 


Cornbil; and C. Brome, at the Gun in Ludgate- ſtreet, near | 
the Weſt-end of St. Paul's Church, MDCCl. 


George Fox, call'd, A Gena Epiſtle, &c. printed in the Tear 1662. 
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An Account K an Occaſional Conference between 
George Keith and Thomas Upſhare, in 
the Preſence of Mr. Kinnier, John Rallet, 
and John Sewel, at Colcheſter in Eſſex, 


Jan. 1: 270 | 


R. Kinnier being Miniſter of the Pariſh, began firſt of all 
to expoſtulate with Thomas Upſbare in ſundry Particulars, 
both of the Quakers Doctrine and Management. 
Namely, He urged him to prove George Keith an Apo- 

ſtate from God; to diſpute with him concerning Infant-Baptiſm. 

How he could reconcile hislate Orthodox Preaching Chriſt without, 

with ancient Friend's Books? How theſe Books can be accounted 
otherwiſe than Quaker Principles, fince theſe were the Fathers and 

Fountain ofQuakeriſm, and are not diſowned at this Day by the 

modern Quakers. How he could be hindred by Friends not to 

diſpute with George Keith ¶ ſince not long ago he did ſo majeſti- 
cally ſpeak of John Rallet in his own Perſon, viz. That he would 
not ſlightly heal the Breaches Joh Rallet had made, and that in 
the Quakers Meeting at Colrhefter fo 
Mr. Kinnier told him farther, (to ſhow Qu kersErrors were ſtill 
among them) of two late particu'arInſtances in thatNeighbourhood, 
viz. One Daniel Vandeval, who denied that Jeſus Chriſt had any 
real Humane Body in Heaven, and yet that he did interceed for Sin- 
ners there, (in the Preſence of Mr. Mayor and ſeveral of the Alder- 
men of Colcheſter 5) being queſtion d by Mr. Raoul, the other of 
one ( Tho. Beale) a grave Quaker, who queſtion d ſeverely with 

John Rallet for preaching up the Reſurrection of the Dead, which 
ARTS B * Thomas 

7: 


27 id 
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Thomas Beale ſaid was prese n Sen the Friend's Doctrine 
that they had been preaching up for 40 Years. So John Rallet 
him told Mr. inner, and he told Thomas © pſhare before John 
Rattet. To all which Thomas Upſhare ſaid very little, only that 
he would not = OREN oy Mr Kinney, neither did he "no 


him. 
x Queſtion to Tan z Up 


At laſt Now Kynpier put this complex 
ſhare : 5 biz. If the Light within was fufficient to Salvation Wich. 
out any thing elſeꝰ "amt if it gave us any Account. of Jeſus 
Chriſt without Scripture Revelation? To which he ventured to 
ſay ſomething, and that occaſioned the following Conference. 

Thomas Opſbare reply d, It was not needfukthatthe Light within 
him ſhould teach him that without Scripture, becauſe che Scripture 
had taught that already. | 

George Keith reply d, That was no direct ner to the Que- 
ſtion, and he deſi wy him to give a direct Anſwer, , which he would 
not do for ſome conſiderable 11 at laſt, being much deſired to 
give a direct Anſwer, he plainl ald, The Lig ht with him did not 
teach him without Sri pu that Chriſt was — of a Virgin. 

George Keith reply d, One of two things doth neceſſarily fol- 
low from. this Confeſſion, eicher that Thamas Upſhare thinks it not 
ne ceſſary to our Salvation, to believe that Chriſt was born of a Vir- 

n ; or if it be neceſſary to our Salvation, the Light within is not 
Tk to Salvation without Scripture, and without Chrifg's Birth 
of che Virgin, his Death and Suffering „ and Mediation without 
us in Heaven; all which are | due elſe than the Light within. 


Thomas Upſhare ſaid, The Light within. is God and Chriſt, pag: - 


is hot God and Chriſt 8 to ſave without any thing elſe > 
George Keith reply'd, The Light within is not whole Chriſt, 
God and Man, is not Chriſt; * as and Chriſt's Manhood 


is concern'd in our Salvation, as, well as his Godhead. 


Thomas Upſhare. Chriſt is not divided from his Light within. 
George Keith. Tho Chriſt is not divided, yet we ought to di- 
IP betwixt his Godhead and his Manhood 3 alſo betwixt 


Chriſt and God, as within us, and his Inſpiration and Illumination. 
Thomas 


L $3 ] : 

Thomas Upihare. The Inſpiration of God is the Spirit, for which 
he quoted that in Fob, There 3s à Spirit in Man, and the Inſpiration 
of the Almighty giveth Underſtanding, Job 32. 8. 

George Keith That Scripture doth not prove that the Inſpirati- 
on of the Spirit, is the Spirit himſelf; or that the Illumination of 
Chriſt and God, is Chriſt and God: for the Inſpiration and Illumi- 
nation are but the Work and Operation of God, and of Chriſt, 
and of the Spirit; we muſt not confound the Work with the Work- 
man; the Inſpiration and Illunivation are things, done in time; 


but the Spirit, and Chriſt confidered as God, were before all time. 


To make us underftand you more plainly, I ask you, Thomas 


David, and the Prophets, and Apoſtles had ? 
- Thomas Upſhare. What doſt thou mean by the ſame Inſpiration in 
Kind? We do not pretend to the ſame Degree. | 
George Keith. I do not ask you concerning the ſame Degree, 
but have ye the:fame Kind? By the ſame Kind, I mean ſuch an In- 
ſpiration as tauglit Moſes, and David, and the Prophets, and Apo- 
ſtles, that Chriſt was to be born of a Virgin, e*c. as was accord- 
ingly fuffilled,” and their Inſpiration taught them this, without all 
Help of Man, or Book; have ye this kind of Inſpiration? 3 
Ibomas Uyſpure after ſome time fairly confeſs d, that he had no 
ſuch kind of Inſpiration, as above-mention d, neither did he 
know any of his Friends that had it. 3 
George Keith. 1 am glad of this your Confeſſion, and I ſhall 
make this following Improvement of it. Firſt, If ſo, that the 
Quakers are greatly to blame, for ſo ſeverely accuſing the 
Church of England, for ſaying they have not the ſame Inſpiration 
in Kind that the Prophets and Apoſtles had thattaught them with- 
out Scripture the great Myſteries of the Chriſtian Faith; for 
Thomas Upſpare hath ſaid the ſame. Secondly, They are to blame 


for their Separation fromthe Church of Euglaud, for this Difference 


in Doctrine in ſuch a main Fundamental, which is the Foundation 
of all the other Differences betwixt them, whereas there 1s no {uch 


Difference by Thomas Upſhare's Confeſſion. Thirdly, Thomas Up- 


B 2 ſhare 


pſhare, Have ye the {ame Inſpiration in kind, which Moſes, and 
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Hare by this Confeſſion contradicts his chiefeſt Brethren, the Foun- 


ders of their Religion; as George For, George Whitehead, and 


John Fiel l, who has lately ed, Fhat the * wit hin is uff 


cient to ſave without any thing elſe. 

Thomas Upſbare. 1 am not to anſwer for others. 

George Keith. But ye profeſs ye are all of one Faith. iche 

Thomas Upſhare. The Light within being God, is bufficient to re- 
yeal to us C viſt s Birth without Scripture-. 

George Keith. The Queſtion is not, What God can wee; 197 
who e that? But the true Queſtion is, What ſufficient Reve- 
lation hath God given to us, that is ſufficient without Scripture, to 
teach us, that Chriſt was born of a Virgin, and other great My ſte- 
ries of the Chriſtian Faith, contained in the Apoſtle's Creed. 

Thomas Opſhare. But ſecing the Light within is God, it can ſuf- 
ficiently reveal all Truth neceſſary ta Salvation. 

George Keith. David ſaith in the 27th Pſalm, The Lond is my 
Light, 123 my Salvation 5, how is he our Salvation? As the Author 
of it, and ſo fe! is our 2 bt ; as the Author of it, by a Metonymy 
of the Cauſe getting the name of the Effect; 3 that is frequent in 


Scripture. 


The Queſtion is not concerning God's Suffciency what he can 
reveal, but concerning the Safficiency of the Illumination or In- 
ſpiration, which is not God himſelf, but his Operation and Effect, 
and that neither doth, nor can, without Scripture, 'rvealthoſe My- 
es... 

Beſides, To ſay the Light within is ſufficient to Salvation without 
any thing elſe, has theſe two Branches included. i in it 3 Firſt,” That 
the Light within, doth actually reveal, without Scripture, all that 
15 Ne to Salvation, which Thomas Upſhare denies as well as 
we. Secondly, That the Light within being God (on Suppoſi ition) 
is ſufficient to ſave us 1 any thing elſe; 7. e. without Chriſt's 
Manhood, and his Death, and Sufferings, Blood, Mediation, Cc. 
but this F deny, for can God without you. fave you, without his 
Inward Work of Seaton, 0 renew and ſanctiſie youꝰ 


Thomas 


,,, d TER” 
George Keith. Is not God as omnipotent and ſufficient with- 
out you as within you? And therefore if it be no Blaſphemy to ſay 
God cannot ſave us, as he is fimply without us, without his in- 
ward Operation in our Hearts to ſanctifie us; ſo it is no Blaſphemy 
to ſay, God within us cannot fave us, by any Operation within us, 
without what Chriſt, conſidered as God and Man, hath done for 
us without us, by his being a Sacrifice for us, to expiate our Sins by 
his Death and Sufferings in his Manhood Nature. As God can- 
not ite, ſo nor can he contradict his revealed Will and Purpoſe, 
which is, That God hath not appointed us to Wrath, but to obtain 
Salvation by our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, who died for us, 1 Theſſ. 5. 9. 
and it is no Blaſphemy nor Abſurdity to ſay he cannot gainſay 
this Revelation ofhis Holy Will and Purpoſe; and to ſay he can, 
is abſurd and blaſphemous. | | 
But beſides, I offer to prove, that ye, Thomas Upſhare, doth. 
contradict your ſelf in your former Confeſſions: Do ye not 
hold that the Light within you is your primary Rule of Faith and 
Practice? WB. le abate coke 4 
Thomas Opſhare, I do ſo hold, for that was the Rule of the Holy 
Patriarchs before Scripture was writ. oe Rat e 4b LF, 
George Keith. I deny that the Light within the Patriarchs was 
ther Rule. If by Patriarchs ye mean the Fathers, who were not 
Prophets, ſor the Scripture diftingniſheth betwixt' the Fathers and 
the Prophets, as in Heb. 1. 1. And when Prophecy did moſt a- 
bound, as in the Apoſtle's Days, all were not Prophets, God ne-, 
ver taught his Church in any Age by the Light within, only, or by 
Divine Inſpiration only, and alone. ee e fc 
Thomas Opſhare. What then was their Rule when Scripture was 
not writ. | or anne ere TT TT 
George Keith. The fame that is now our Rule for Matter and 
Subſtance; as to the chief Articles of Faith, and Precepts of Life; 
to wit, the External Word and Doctrine, which was the ſame be- 
fore it was committed to writing; and ſince'it was committed to- 
writing, as to the principal things, both of Faith and ha 
b oma 1 
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Womas Upſhare. Chriſt is the Law writ in the Heart, and our 
lh OT ONS 

© George Keith. I deny it, the Law writ in our Hearts is the Work 

of Chriſt, but is not Chriſthimſelfno more than the Work is the 

Workman, the Lawgiver is the Law which are diſtinct. 


Thomas Upſbare. I mean that the Light or Spirit within is our 
Guide, and by Guide and Rule I mean the ſame thing. 
George Keith, But ye confound things that ye ought to diſtin- 
guiſh, Guide and Rule are two things properly ſpeaking, as real- 
ly as the Law-giver and the Law ; the Ruler and the Rule, the 
King is not the Law, but the chief Ruler and Governour, who go- 
verns us by his Law, which is a Rule to us. I grant the Spirit of 
Chriſt in us is our Guide and Ruler; but not our Rule, but the 
Rule whereby he rules us, is the External Word and Dodtrine, 
contained in the Holy Scriptures. In a Rhetorical way of Speech, 
by a Metonymy. or Trope, Chriſt may be called our Law and 
Rule, but then the true meaning of it is that he is ſo, by the Law 
»which he hath outwardly given us in the Holy Scriptures, and 
which he writeth in our Hearts by his Holy Spirit, as we hear 
it, or read it, and meditate upon it. The Law writ in our Hearts, 
according to the new Covenant, being a Tranſcript or Copy of 
And ſceing that ye bold that the Light within you is your 
Primary Rule of all Faith and Practice, ye muſt needs hold 
that it teacheth you all that ye ought to practice for Faith and Sal- 
vation without Scripture, which is a plain Contradiction to your 
former Confeſſion, that the Light within you teacheth you nothing 
of Chriſt without you, as-he was born of a Virgin, was Cru- 
citied,, &c., without Scripture, ſor a Primary Rule is the Origi- 
nal, and teacheth all the Contents of Faith and Practice by it ſelf, 
without any Secondary Rule; as the Original of a Deed of Sale, 
Ingenture or Contract, telleth all the Contents without the Copy; 
the Original has no need of the Copy, nor Dependance on ir, but 
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e\ + \TBorras Upſhdre: By the Licht within] being the Primary Rule, 1 


hiean; it is that which principatty 'poBradety us to believe that 
the Scripture. is true. 


George Keith. Ye ſtill confound things that ought to be diſtin- 
| eciſhed; all that follows from thence is, that the Spirit or Light 

within, which ye make de be one, is the N Efficient, Tor not 
the Primary Rule. 

The Spirit of GodTerant 1 in the Faithful is the Primary 'Eici- 
ent of all Saving Faith andKnowledge, and of all Holy Practice, 
but not the Rule, either Primary or Secondary, 

Thomas © e. This is too Scholaſtick, I do not underſtand it. 


George Kerb appealed to the Auditory, and particularly to John 
Sewel, Whether the Diſtinction was not eaſie to be underſtood? wo 
reply d it was; but ſaid George Keith, Iwill further explain it; 


Primary Efficient is the beine Worker or Workman, the Pri- 


mary Rule is the principal Inſtrument by which he worketh; as the 
chief Carpenter, Joiner, or Bricklayer, is diſtin& from the chief 
Inſtrument by which he works; ſo is the Spirit of God, who is 


the principal Worker and Author, diſtin& from the Rule or In- 


ſtrument by which he works in us to beget Faith and Knowledge, 
and all Holy Obedience, ' the which chief Inftrument or Rule is 


the Word and Doctrine deliver d in the Holy Scriptures. 

Note, Firſt, That ſome time after the Conference began, Tho- 
mas Upſhare being much deſired both by Mr. Kinnier, and John Se- 
wel 2 Quaker at Colcheſter, to prove his Charge againſt George 
Keith, that he was an Apoſtate and wicked Man, oo could get 


no Anſwer from him, but that it was proved alrea rv in print. 


To which George Keith r eply d, it was not, and he had anſwered 
to all cheir falſe Acculations againſt him ſufficiently. George Keith 
farther preſſed Thomas Upſpare to ſatisfie his Brother Jobs Sewel at 
Ic aſt in bids few, or one Particular, otherwiſe they were in dan- 
ger to loſe him, who has ſaid, He is not convinced by all that 

he hath read or CIOS that George Keith is eicher an Apoſtate or 
wicked Man. 
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the Man to diſcourſe with Thomas Upſhare: about that Point, 


| 
| 
| 


8.4 
Mete alſo, That Thomas Upſhare having declared to John Sewel's 
Wie, that he would willingly-diſcourſe with any Man that would 
maintain Infant-Baptiſm to 15 a Command of Chriſt, he having 
heard, that her Husband and ſhe were for having tlieir Children 
baptized ; and John Semel haying propoſed George Keith tube 


mas Upſhare refuſed to diſcourſe with him on the ſame, giving his 
Reaſon, that Friends_were not e e though for his 
own part he Was willing. John Sewel preſſed, that at leaſt George 
Keith might be preſent, only to hear. Thomas Opſhare reply d, 
That Friends will not | ich George Keith reply%d, 


That was a very hard ce, that if they think George Keith in an 
Error, they will not ſo much as let him be preient with them, to 


hear, what they have to offer for his Information; but ſaid he, l 
have more Charity for you, for invite you, Thomas Upſhare and 


Rioltrd Hoskins, who was then preſent, to a Diſpute Iam to have 
to morrow with an Anabaptiſt at Mr. Kinnier 8 Houle, where they 


accordingly came. 


Note Secondly, That after — VSG Upſhore had ſaid, it was not 
needful the Lig 5 within them, without Scripture, ſhould teach 


them that Chriſt was born of a Virgin, becauſe the Scripture had 
taught that already. He further added, He did not doubt but if 
they had not the Scripture, the Light within them would reveal 


to them, that Chriſt was born of a Virgin, or any other thing, it 
God did ſee fit, and that it was neceſſary to Salvation. But this 


contradicts the Experience of the Heathen Nations, who had no 
ſuch Revelation given them without Seripiure; | - | 


Note Thirdly, That Thomas Upſhare's ſay ing, It was not newdfu 
the Lig bt within, without Scripture, ſhould teach them that Chriſt 


was — of a Virgin, becauſe the Scripture hath told that already, 


by the ſame Argument it ĩs not needful that the Light within ſhould 
teach them to deny Ungodlineſs and Worldly Laſts: 5 as Lying, 
Theft, Murder, Adultery, Oc. becauſe the Scripture hath told al- 


ready that all theſe are Sins, and at this Rate there is li tle or no 


uſe for the Light within, to teach them any thing of Sin or Duty, 
by Thomas Uphare $ Argument: 5 Note 


| OE — 


Þ 4 
Note Forrthly, That the Heads of the aforeſaid Conference, as 
here printed, were offered to Thomas Opſpare's hearing by George 
Keith, allowing him to make what Amendments he thought fit in 
them, if he did ſuſpect any thing was repreſented amils, this George 
Keith ſignified to him in a Letter; but Thomas Upſnare refuſed to 
have the hearing of them; however both Mr. Ninnier and John 
Sewel, who were preſent at the ſaid Conference, have atteſted to 
the Truth thereof, and have allowed me to ſigniſie the ſame. 


— 
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e e SOSTSCREPT. 
I” is greatly worthy of Obſervation, that the ſoreſaid Confef- 

ſion of Thomas Opſhare, That neither he nor his Brethren had ei- 
ther that degree, or that kind of Inſpiration which the Prophets and 


* 
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grol'y contradicts their gre orge Fox, 
(whom Jeſ. Wyeth and his Brethren call the is 
who hath affirmed, That the Qualers giving forth Papers or prin 
| Books, is from the Immediate Eternal Hirn of God; and he hath 
pronounced a Curſe »poz all * ſpeak and write, and not 1e 
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God immediately and infallibly, as the Apoſtles did, aud the Prophets 
and Criſt, Great Myſt p. ptr | * Fo n Enid 93 1 
\ Theſe and many other Paſſages in his and other Quakers Books, 
together with what they daily profeſs, that they preach without 
Study or Premeditation, and conſequently without the Help of 


Man or Books, ſufficiently prove that they pretend to the ſame 
kind of Inſpiration that the Apoſtles, had, and Prophets, calling 
what they ſpeak or writ, from their pretended inward Inſpiration, 
The Word of the Lord, though they will not allow the Scriptures 
to be the Word. Beſides, this Confeſſion of Thomas Upſhare doth 
contradict the Pretence of his daily Practiee, who frequently pre- 
tends to ſprak in the Quaker's Meetings after the ſame manner, 
and by the ſame Authority as the Prophets and Apoſtles did, and 
conſequently by the fame kind of Inſpiration, and kighly ap- 
plauding and commending his ſweet ſelf, in theſe following Words, 
as both I and others have heard him ---- I am full, I am full, and 
concluding his Prayer with, Auen, Amen, ſaith my ſweet Soul; and 
in a Letter of his to Mr. Kinnier, he makes it one of bis Argu- 
ments, to prove that the Miniſters of the Church of England are 
not the true Miniſters of Chriſt, becauſe they were put to Schcol for 
that purpoſe to become Miniſters ; now the Miniſters of Chriſt (ſaith 
he) were never thus put to School: But if the Quakers Miniſters 
were not put to School, to be taught in order to the Miniſtry, 
nor yet have that Inſpiration in kind that the Prophets and Apo- 
tles had, as ſurely they have not, they muſt ke very unlearned, 
wanting both ſorts of Qualifications; and how he or -any of his 
Brethren can prove their Call to the Miniſtry, without either 
che inward immediate Call by Divine Inſpiration, ſuch as the 
Prophets and Apoſtles. had, and without all on] w S rx Gail of Mey, 
is lelt to the Intelligent to judge. But another Argument of Tho- 
u Upſhare, in his faid Letter to Mr. Kizzier,, That the Miniſters 
ol Church pf England are not true Miniſters, of Ch 1990 becapſe 


len are anal Sinners, and; contels, hemlelves to bz actual Fingers 
* 1. 0 9 d b * 741 4 ; * f * ha * 
in their daily Prayers; and becauts he are not PET fen 
les Perfection, | .and bring not NU | ep Ix & T3 * 
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neſs a Sinleſs Perfection, that therefore they are no true Mini- 
ſters of Chriſt ; but at this rate he hath 
and all his Brethren, who no doubt have actual Sin, as well as other 
Men; and their Sin is the greater, that they will not confeſs it, 
and ask God the Forgiveneſs of their Sins, becauſe generally they 
think they have no Sing but I have heard ſay, that John Rallet, 
who uſeth td preach in Quakers Meetings, had prayed in the 
Quakers Meeting at Colcheſter for Forgiveneſs of Sins, both his and 
the People's Sins; and therefore by Ihomas Upſhare's Determina- 
tion Jobn Rallet is no Miniſter of Chriſt: For this and other Rea- 
ſons, more eſpecially for his preaching the Mar Jeſus, and the Re- 
ſurrection, divers of the Quakers diflike him, and ſome of them 
did lately go away -when my heard him ſo preach ; but another 
great Offence they have at him is his favourable Opinion of 
: George Keith, and that he will not come up in his Teſtimony with 
Thomas Upſpare, and other Quakers, to call George Keith an Apo- 
ſtate, but tells them, | hat George Keith ii ſuch an Apoſtate from 


the Quakers as Luther mas from the Pope. A further Account of 


Thomas Upſhare and the Quakers of Colcheſter, their Diſſatisfaction 
with Jobn Rallet, who yet hath many Quakers, both at Colcheſter 


and elſewhere, to be his Friends, and who will, as is hoped, ſtand 


by him, and own bim, if the contrary Party ſhould-excommuni- 
cate him, hereafter follows, in two ſhort Papers, the one being 
writ by Thomas Opſhare, the other by John Rallet. A third Argu- 
ment of Thomas Upſbare in his ſaid Letter to Mr. Kinnier, that 


the Miniſters of the Church of England are no true Miniſters of 


Chriſt, is, That the Miniſters of Chriſt are a lowly People, ſuch as la- 
bour with their Handi; that as they have freely e, ſo they might 
alſo freely give; but the Clergymen of England do not ſo; there- 
fore, &c, But this Argument, were it of any force, as it is not, 
is equally ſtrong againſt; very many of the Quakers, Miniſters, 
who work not with their Hands, as neither doth Thamgs Tpſhare, 
as is well known to his Neighbours, and yet both he and his Fa- 
mily are highly maintained in Fulneſs and -Idleneſs by the Qua- 
Kkers. It is well known that he = no Perſona] Eſtate, and was 
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unminiſtred both himfelt / 
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this inſolent Man, who is maintained by his Trade 8 


EE 


I Do freely offer, That if John Rallet will come 
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r Weaver, before he turned Preacher among the Quakers; 


bur not being able to maintain himſelf and bis Family by his 
Weaving, in great part for his Idleneſs, (as ſome of his Neigh- 
bours have in red me ) he did take himſelf to a more eaſie and 
rofitable Trade of Preaching among the Quakers, a Method 
that moſt of the Preachers of the Quakers do practice; and yet 


makes it a great part of his Buſineſs in his Preaching, to cry out 
againſt the Miniſters of the Church of England, for having an 


outward Maintenance, and tor not working with their Hands. 
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Colcheſter the ib of the 5th, Mo; TY 


in his Teſtimony : 


with Friends in Colcheſter againſt George r, Frag promiſe by 


tze Lord's Aiſi ſtance to be {ak not either publickly or privately 


| Pim d 
f Cab &c, but T do look upon [EY 
5 K and I Eta = heve done 


' cenſure” Friends in their 
Keith; that then I will uſe my g reateſs Intereſt to prevail with-Friends 
In Colcheſter, that all which js paſt ſhall freely be forgive or paſt by as 
* if it never had been, and alſo do my utmoſt to put an end tothoſe Re- 


roceedings againſt flog 1 ſaid. George 


porti that have flown about in Town or Country Concerning hin the 
faid John Rallet, pon George Keith“ Account. 1 .-14 


Thomas Upſhare. 


To which John Nallet does ſay, - IB lool as if Thomas Upſhare 
b him to be Pope; however he further does ſay, he craves no Fa- 
7 his or their Hands, and do deny their falſe Charges againſt 

George Keith's Account, having never gone about to expoſe his 
ha to be 4 very Honeſt e 
mel e 1 n fl 


John Kal 
| Daviet 


1. 

Datel Vandeval denied that Jeſus Chriſt was in Heaven in his 
Humane Nature; and for any thing I could prove, he. W 1 his | 
Body behind; arid will. reaſſume it again. 

And when I ask*d him, whether Jeſus Chriſt interceded for us in 
Heaven? he anfwer'd, Tea. | 

Then I put the Queſtion to him, whether he interceded-ſoruy | 
as God, or as Man, he faid, I will nod anſwer thee. 

He alſo did ſays That the Libt within him did tell him, without | 
Scripture, that Chriſt was bor ofa Virgin, b2 ore divers Witneſs | 
ſes of good Creditin Colcheſter. 


 Calebeſter, Jan. 18. 1722. | Noah Raoul. 


Jobn Sewel hath declar'd, that ſome Months ago he heard Sam. 
Cater. (a great Preacher among the Quakers ) at a Meeting in the 
Country, ſay in his Preaching; There are ſome nom that boggle at 
the Light within, and tell of a Chriſt without us, we know not where. FE 2 3 
The which, with other falſe Antichriſtian Doctrines of the Qua- 
kers, Fave occaſioned him to forſake them; and for the le Rez. 
ſons, his Wife, and divers others, formerly Quakers, both Men 

and Women, at Colcheſter; have forſaken the Quakers, and have 

been at che Chure”, where tis hoped they will continue: One of 
which, a Widow Woman, has got Three of her Children baptized, 
who all go to Church withher; and John Sewel and his Wie have 
fignified their Reſolutions to have Three of their Children baptized. 

Robert Hoskins, a great Quaker, being ask d dy me at Widow + 
Dis Houſe in Colcheſter, January laſt, 1 700. whether he dare L 
that Chrift would tome to judge bim and all: Mankind at the 09 0 

' Day, in that Body which ſuffered on the Croſs, and was laid in t 
ates He anſwer d, He believed he would come in his Body 1 * < 
asked again, What Body N the war? Whether that which ſuffered, an 
the Croſs, and was lau 5 the Sepulchre 5 2 He anſwerd, It would be - 
uch a Body as God ſhoutd pleaſe to give bin. Which plainly inti- 
ma es be doch not believe that Chriſt either has that Body, or 
will come in that Body that ſuffer d on the Croſs, and was laid i . a 


1 
the gepulchre, but ſome other Body that he has not yet received; 
and ſo fer all the time betwixt our Saviour s Death and the Day of 
Jadgment, he is in the State of the Dead, plain contrary to the 
Holy Scriptures, Roms. 6. 9. 1 Cor. 15. 5. 

And I having before asked Henry Pomford, another Quaker 
then preſent, whether he believed that Chrii# would come to Tudg- 
ment in that Body that ſuffer d on the Croſs, and was laid in the Se- 
pulchre? He ſaid he would not nieddle with that, it was too high 
for him. Thus we ſee what profeſs d Unbelievers noted Men 


among the Quakers are, in the very firſt Principles and F unda- 
mentals of Gan. 


hs ——— 
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Some Paſſages farbfulh colleFed opt of a Book, of George Fox's, 
We ants A L Epiſtle, to be read in all the Chriſtian Meet- 
ing in the W orld ; ö Jet: to them by George Fox. 


—— 


R we have given our Money and have ſpent our W l 
" after them, ¶ vi. them he all the World's Teachers] and 
Pers of would have fulfilled their Words, and brought us to 
the Knowledge of the Son of God; and ſo to the Unity of the 
Faith, and to a perfect Man, to our Father Adams and Eve's State 
before they fell; and now they ha ve gotten our Money, they hope 
we will not look for Perfection. Deceivers l we will never ſet 
foot more after them, who will neither fulfil their Words, nor 
give the Money back again; for we gave our Money, that they 
hould bring us to the Rnowledge of the Son of God, and to the 
Unity of the Faith, and bring us to a perfect Man, and to the 
-meaſure of the Stature of Fulneſs of Chriſt. — And thus they 
decived us, inſtead of bringing us to the meaſure of the Stature 
of Chriſt, who never fell, the ſecond Adam, the Lord from 
„Heaven, who ſaid they would bring us to his Stature; and now 


chey cannot bring us to the meaſure of the Stature of che Righte- 
zeuſbefrand Holineſs of our Father Adam and Mother Eve, that 


aer were in before they fell; We had no body of Aaken 
they 


L 15 J 
they fell, nor pot, nor Wrinkle, nor Blemiſn; ſo the Deceiver 
hath got our Money, and now call that an Error which they ſaid 
they would bring us unto (a perfect Man) and fo will not ful- 


fil their Words, nor give the Money back again neither. 


From theſe Paſſages, Note 1. How G. Fox groſly belied thoſe 
he calls the World's Teachers, 7. e. all Chriſtian Teachers, not 
4 only in Exelana, but throughout all Chriſtendom, that they 
promiſed to bring their Flocks to [a Sinleſs] Perfection, before 
Death ; for that's the true State of the Queſtion betwixt the Qua- 
kers Miniſters and all Chriſtian Miniſters, whe.her the Work of 
the Miniſtry doth bring either all or any of their Hearers before 
Death to a ſinleſs Perfection, ſo as that they have no Sin in them? 
the Quakers ſay Tea, contrary to 1 I, 8. and James 3. 2. 
1 Kings 8. 46. whereas Chriſtian Miniſters teach, that Perſons 
under their Miniſtry, by the Help of God's Grace and Spirit con- 
tinually aſſiſting them, may before Death come to Perfection 
in the true Senſe of Ecripture, fo as with Sincerity of Heart, to 
love God, and walk in all his Commandments, and «(© be free 
h from the condemning and commanding Power of Sin, and from 
all, not only ſcandalous, but deliberate and wilful Sin, though 2 
{till liable to ſinful Imperfections. | 


| * | 
| Note 2. The Preſumption and falſe Conceit of this grand Deeei- 
a | ver George Fox and his Brethren, who have preſumed that they 
have already brought their Flocks to ſuch a high State of Sin- 
Fcachers and People, frequently committed by them, of Drun- - 
kenne's and Whoredom, and Defrauding, as have been ſufficis 
ently proved, and may be further proved, beſides the great Ig- | 
norance, and vile Antiehriſtian Errors that abound among them, 
(as did in this George Fox) and their intollerable Uncharitable- - 
\ _ nels, under a Mask of Pharifaical Righteouſneſs, give the Lie 
| ſufficiently to this their falſe Pretence. 
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brought his Hearers up to the ute of Adam and Eve before they 
fell, but to the Stature of Chriſt that never fell z the firſt of which 
is ignorant Preſumption, and the laſt plain Blaſphemy, according 
to his Senſe of it, as he has explained himſelf in his Great Myſtery, 
2. 218, and 318. That the Quakers are come to the Fulneſs, to 
-a perfect Man, and that (ſaith he) is above any degree. . 
Vote 4. This gives to underſtand the Reaſon why the Quakers 
do not confeſs their Sins, nor pray for the Forgiveneſs of their 
An becauſe they are in their Conceit come to a ſinleſs Per- 
tection. N $5611 Mp3 75 FA ri ; 
Note 5. Seeing it is ſufſieiently evident, that neither George Fox 
nor others of the Quakers Miniſters have brought their Flocks to 
a ſinleſs Perfection, according to their Pronule, by George Fox's 
on Argument, he and they are Deceivers, and have unjuſtly ta- 
ken their Money, which hath been many Thouſand Pounds, 
that they have received of their Proſelytes, and yet give them not 
_ Money again, but moſt -unjuſtly, by: George Fox's Argument, 
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